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REMARKS 

This application has been reviewed in light of the Office Action dated August 10, 
2005. Claims 1, 3-9, 1 1.-17, and 19-24 are presented for examination, of which Claims 1, 9, and 
17 are in independent form. Claims 1, 3-5, 9, 1 1-13, 17, and 1 9-24 have been amended to define 
Applicant's invention more clearly. Favorable reconsideration is requested. 

La connection with the initialed PTO-1449 form mentioned in the Office Action, 
Applicant has located an initialed copy of the form via the PAIR system, and attached is a paper 
copy of the Examiner's convenience. 

The Office Action states that Claims 1 , 3-9, 1 1 - 1 7, and 19-24 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite. Applicant has carefully reviewed and 
amended independent Claims 1, 9, and 17, as deemed necessary, with special attention to the 
points raised in section 5 of the Office Action. In particular, the independent claims have been 
amended to clarify the nature of the link back element and so lo distinguish that element from a 
traditional node that may be formed within a hierarchical tree representation or structure. 

Applicant understands that, in any hierarchical tree representation, any node will 
be linked upwardly, downwardly, or both, to other nodes in the tree. However, according to an 
aspect of the present invention, the role of the link back node is significantly different from a 
traditional node formed within a tree structure. In particular, the link back node is created and 
incorporated into the HTML code to provide a mechanism by which poorly formed HTML can 
be made to comply with strict HTML. 
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In view of the above discussion and the amendments to the independent claims, it 
is believed that the rejections under 35 U.S-C. § 112, second paragraph, have been obviated. 
Therefore, withdrawal of the rejections is respectfully requested. 

The Office Action states that Claims 1 , 4-7, 1 2-17, and 20-24 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,558,431 (Lynch et al.) in view 
of the publication entitled "C++ Templates and Tools" (Ladd); and that Claims 3,11, and 19 are 
rejected under § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lynch el al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,035,326 (Miles et al.). Applicant respectfully traverses the rejections and submits that 
independent Claims 1 , 9, and 17, together with the claims dependent therefrom, are patentably 
distinct from the cited prior art for at least the following reasons. 

An aspect of the present invention set forth in Claim 1 is directed to restructuring 
an input HTML document to comply with strict HTML. The input HTML document is linearly 
traversed to create a hierarchical tree structure representation. The traversal maintains a current 
insertion point for elements within the tree structure representation and, during the traversal, 
elements of the input HTML document that violate strict HTML are identified. 

For each identified element, the tree structure representation is retraced from the 
current insertion point to identify a further insertion point from which the identified element can 
depend. The retracing includes noting one or more elements passed during the retracing. 
Additionally, for each identified element, the identified element is appended at the further 
insertion point, and new elements are created in the tree structure representation corresponding to 
the noted one or more elements passed during the retracing. The new elements are created in 
reverse chronological order to an order in which the noted one or more elements were passed 
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during the retracing. Further, for each identified element, each new element is appended to the 
identified element as a link back element, which includes a link to a corresponding noted element 
of the noted one or more elements. 

One of the notable features of Claim 1 is thai step (b)(1) discusses noting one or 
more elements passed during the retracing. Step (b)(iii) then creates new elements in the tree 
structure corresponding to each of the previously noted elements. The ordering of the elements is 
maintained in step (b)(iii), and in step (b)(iv) each new element is appended to the identified 
element as a link back element, which includes a link to a corresponding previously noted 
element. This feature is illustrated in the tree structure shown in Fig. 2F of the present 
application, and does not include a traditional link contained within a traditional hierarchical tree 
structure. The link back element (224) traverses between branches of the tree structure and is 
operative to correct the functionality of a poorly formed HTML document, as described in the 
specification. Traditional links in traditional hierarchical trees form the branches of the tree, but 
do not link nodes in different branches. 

Applicant submits that a combination of Lynch el al. and Ladd, assuming such 
combination would even be permissible, would fail to teach or suggest a computer-implemented 
method of restructuring an input HTML document to comply with strict HTML, in which the 
method includes "(b) during the traversal, identifying elements of the input HTML document 
that violate strict HTML, and, for each identified element: f>XI) retracing the tree structure 
representation from the current insertion point to identify a further insertion point from which the 
identified element can depend, the Terracing comprising noting one or more elements passed 
during the retracing; (b)(ii) appending the identified element at the further insertion point; (b)(iii) 
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creating new elements in the tree structure representation corresponding to the noted one or more 
elements passed during the retracing, the new elements being created in reverse chronological 
order to an order in which the noted one or more elements were passed during the retracing; and 
(b)(iv) appending each new element to the identified element as a ink back element, wherein the 
link back element comprises a link to a corresponding noted element of the noted one or more 
elements," as recited in Claim 1 . 

As acknowledge in the Office Action, Lynch et al. does not disclose a significant 
number of features of the present invention. The Office Action asserts that those features not 
disclosed by Lynch et al. are found in Ladd. Reference is made to page 193 of Ladd, which 
illustrates the deletion of a parent node from a tree structure. That deletion, however, does not 
create a link back node as described in the specification and claimed in the Claim 1 . Further, the 
deletion of the node in Ladd inherently changes the tree structure, which is something not desired 
in correcting poorly formed HTML documents. Changing HTML code in the fashion shown in 
Figure 5.8 of Ladd would result in a different document being produced, which is contrary to the 
purpose of the invention of Claim 1. 

More specifically, on page 6 of the Office Action, it is asserted that child elements 
linking back to their parent element correspond to the link back element of the present invention. 
As discussed above, however, these features are clearly distinguished through the link back 
element traversing branches of the tree structure whereas a traditional link between child and 
parent nodes is not one that traverses branches of the tree structure, but rather is implicit in the 
representation of the tree structure. 
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As clearly shown in Fig. 2F of the present application, an aspect of the present 
invention operates to create duplicate nodes in a newly formed branch of the tree, and then to 
create a link back to the original branch so as to ensure correct interpretation and execution of the 
code of the newly formed branch. There is no disclosure contained in Ladd of manipulating the 
tree structure by adding to it and creating links between branches in order to correct poorly 
formed HTML documents. 

Further, Ladd describes tree structures in general, but is silent regarding HTML 
coded tree structures. Therefore, Applicant respectfully submits that one of ordinary skill would 
not look to combine Lynch et al. with Ladd 

Accordingly, Applicant submits that Claim 1 is patentable over the cited 
references and respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 
Independent Claims 9 and 1 7 include features similar to those discussed above and therefore are 
believed to be patentable for at least the same reasons discussed above. 

The other rejected claims in this application depend from one or another of the 
independent claims discussed above, and therefore are submitted to be patentable for al least the 
same reasons. However, because each dependent claim also is deemed to define an additional 
aspect of the invention, individual reconsideration of the patentability of each claim on its own 
merits is respectfully requested. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicant respectfully requests 
favorable reconsideration and early passage to issue of the present appUcation. 

No petition to extend the time for response to the Office Action is deemed 
necessary for the this Amendment If, however, such a petition is required to make this 



14- 



PA6E 17/20 * RCVD AT 11/10/2005 7:33:46 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/27 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:1 212 2184550 * DURATION (mm-ss):04-22 



11/10/2005 19:39 FAX 1 212 218 4550 



FITZPATRICK NY 



@018 



Amendment timeJy filed, then this paper should be considered such a petition and the 
Commissioner is authorized to charge the requisite petition fee to Deposit Account 06-1205. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicant's undersigned attorney may be reached in our New York Office by 
telephone at (212) 218-2100. All correspondence should continue to be directed to our address 
listed below. 



Respectfully submitted, 




F1TZP ATRTCK, CELLA, HARPER & SCINTO 
30 Rockefeller Plaza 
New York, New York 101 12-3801 
Facsimile: (212)218-2200 



NY_MAIN63B164v1 
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